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1)IEI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 April 2007 . 
2aM This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IEI Claim(s) 16 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)KI The drawing(s) filed on 17 April 2007 is/are: a)H<] accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 !)□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Art Unit: 2168 

DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. In the amendment filed on 4/17/2007, claim 16 has been amended. As indicated 
in the previous office action, claim 6 is considered a separate invention and is subject to 
Election/Restriction, which the applicant agreed to. Therefore, claim 6 is cancelled. 

2. Applicant is reminded of the proper format to amend claims. A previously 
cancelled claim must be indicated as "(cancelled)" and all limitations in the claim 
deleted. The amendment to claim 6 is in error. Any additional limitations inserted to the 
claims must be underlined to indicate amendment additions, not placed in parenthesis 
and prefaced with "replaced with" as per the claim amendments. For purposes of 
examination, claim 16 is read as per page 3 of the applicant's brief. The currently 
pending claim considered below is Claim 16. 



Abstract 

3. Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 1 50 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 
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Claim Objections 

4. Claim amendments are objected to because of the following informalities: The 
claim 6 should be clearly marked as being cancelled, as per the Election from the 
previous Office Action. Claim 6 is not considered in this Office Action. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 16 recites the limitation "the search result" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 16 recites the limitation "the location" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 16 recites the limitation "the person" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being anticipated by Frank et al. 
(US Patent 7,117,199 B2) in view of Snow et al. (US Publication 2002/0147790 A1) 

As per claim 16, Frank teaches "A method for searching for websites wherein the 
following criteria are used to filter the search results:" (see Abstract and column 5 line 
59 - column 6 line 9) 

"(a) the location of the person performing the search" (column 12 lines 1 1-25 and 
column 27 line 17-34, wherein a user can store initial location via filters or user profiles 
to be used in a search) 

"(b) search area requested by person performing the search wherein said search 
area refers to the said person's area of interest wherein said search area contains all or 
some of the following information: country, "state" or local area information." (column 8 
lines 8-18 and column 1 1 lines 1 1-40, wherein a filter for query includes spatial criteria 
based on location) 

Frank does not teach "wherein the location of the said person is automatically 
determined". 

Snow teaches "wherein the location of the said person is automatically 
determined" (column Figure 1 reference 22, 24, paragraphs 20, 21, wherein the current 
location of a user can be traced automatically via several different methods, including 
analyzing IP addresses and GPS). 



Application/Control Number: 10/614,003 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2168 

It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine Frank's method of performing searches based on location and 
spatial data with Snow's method of automatically determining the location of a user in a 
system to be able to lessen the steps performed in Frank's method of searching by 
automatically determining location. This gives the user the advantage of a less 
complicated method of performing location-based searches. The motivation for doing so 
would be to provide more specific content to a user based on location (paragraph 006). 



Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's amendment, see page 5, filed 4/1 7/2007, with respect to the Abstract, 
have been fully considered and are not persuasive. The abstract is not in narrative form 
and appears to be written in a first person point of view. The objection to the abstract 
stands. 

1 0. Applicant's amendment, see page 1 , filed 4/1 7/2007, with respect to the Title in 
the specification have been fully considered and are persuasive. The objection to the 
Title in the specification is withdrawn 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment, see page 7, filed 4/1 7/2007, with respect to the 
Drawings have been fully considered and are persuasive. The objection to the 
Drawings is withdrawn. 

12. Applicant's amendment, see page 3, filed 4/1 7/2007, with respect to the claim 
objections regarding the word "search engines" have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. The objection to the word "search engine in the claims" is withdrawn. 
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1 3. Applicant's amendments, see page 3, filed 4/1 7/2007, with respect to the 35 USC 
101 rejection of claim 16 has been fully considered and are not persuasive. The 
amendments to the claim fail to overcome the 35 USC 101 rejection, and no arguments 
are put forth. The 35 USC 101 rejection is maintained. 

14. Applicant's amendments, see page 3, filed 4/17/2007, with respect to the 35 USC 
112, 2nd paragraph rejection of claim 16 has been fully considered and are not 
persuasive. The amendments to the claim causes several other instances where a 35 
USC 112, 2nd paragraph rejection is necessary. The 35 USC 112, second paragraph 
rejection is maintained. 

15. Applicant's amendments, see page 3, filed 4/17/2007, with respect to the 35 USC 
112, 2nd paragraph rejection of claim 16 has been fully considered and are not 
persuasive. The amendments to the claim causes several other instances where a 35 
USC 112, 2nd paragraph rejection is necessary. The 35 USC 112, second paragraph 
rejection is maintained. 

16. Applicant's amendments, see page 3, with respect to the 35 USC 102 rejection of 
claim 16, have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
Particularly, the limitation "the limitation of the said person is automatically determined" 
changes the scope of the invention and necessitates new grounds of rejection. Since no 
argument is put forth regarding the prior art of Frank, the prior art is valid for all 
previously disclosed limitations of the claims. The amendments to the independent 
claim necessitated new grounds of rejection. 
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17. Applicant should submit an argument under the heading "Remarks" pointing out 
disagreements with the examiner's contentions. Applicant must also discuss the 
references applied against the claims, explaining how the claims avoid the references or 
distinguish from them. 

Conclusion 

18. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Glorikian (US Patent 6,772,213 B2) 
Creemer (US Patent 6,795,710 B1) 
Blumberg et al. (US Patent 7,072,665 B1 ) 

1 9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

20. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dangelino N. Gortayo whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7204. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim T. Vo can be reached on (571)272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Dangelino N. Gortayo Tim T. Vo 

Examiner SPE 





